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with the photographs. Even if the head was in some way reconstructed 
to make this picture, nothing can discredit the unanimity with which 
the autopsists insisted that the photographs did not show the entrance 
wound remotely near where they had seen it. The doctors have many 
times repeated that there was a corresponding small entrance hole in 
the skull near the hairline, and this does not show in the present X-rays, 


The Committee “assumed that if the Parkland doctors are correct 
particularly with respect to the gaping hole in the back of the President’s 
head, then it would mean: (1) the autopsy photographs and X-rays had 
been doctored to conceal this hole; (2) the body itself had been altered, 
either before its arrival at Bethesda or during the autopsy so that the hole 
was not obvious in the photographs and X-rays; or (3) the photographs 
and X-rays were not of President Kennedy. Further, if the Parkland doc- 
tors are correct, then the autopsy personnel are incorrect and either lying 
or mistaken. It did not seem plausible to the committee that 26 persons 
(at the autopsy) would be lying. . . If the autopsy doctors are correct, then 
the Parkland doctors are incorrect and either lying or mistaken. It does 
not seem probable that they are lying, because it would be difficult to 
maintain a conspiracy of lying among the approximately 14 persons in- 
volved for 15 years. On the other hand, it does seem possible, that the 
Parkland personnel could be mistaken...” 8 


IGNORING THE EVIDENCE 


Both they and the Warren Commission overlooked the fact that the 
autopsists described just such a large hole in the back of the head in their 
report; they ignored the insistence by the autopsists that the photographs 
did not show the entry wound anywhere near whjpre they had seen it 
and they ignored the possibility that the photographs might be forged.’ 

In other words, the findings of some 23 doctors and nurses in Dallas 
and Washington were simply ignored or lied about. Furthermore, the 
doctors (like many other witnesses, including co-author Robert Groden) 
were subject to threats, coaching, and other forms of manipulation to 

force them to cooperate. For many years the autopsist^ere threaten-, , , / 

ed with court martial. 9 < all vtkeir i (ifaM Pf 'iWdlvcd 

The observations of the Dallas doctors were consistently disregard- ' ' 

ed on the pretense that they were mistaken. Moreover, the findings of 
the Bethesda Naval Hospital autopsists themselves were disregarded by 
the official panels on the pretext that they too were mistaken, it was never 
understood that the autopsists agreed with the Parkland doctors on some 
crucial observations. Perhaps this is why they were also ignored. When 
it suited them, the official bodies repeatedly lied and distorted the facts. 

Each of the four doctors at the autopsy was asked individually to 
locate the entrance wound after reviewing the photographs, X-rays, and 
the autopsy report. The Committee’s volume on medical evidence goes 
on to say “They identified the approximate location of the entrance 
wound on a human skull and within the photographs as being in a posi- 
tion perceived by the panel to be below that described in the autopsy 
report For instance, in Brazil and other Iberian countries military 
courts kept careful records of testimony about torture, because they 
never thought it would get out, so our official bodies can make conflic- 
& “ ng statements within aufew pages of the same book because it is “for » 

the use of the Assassinations Committee” only. They state what the final 
line will be, in total disregard for the facts as they just stated them. This 
has been the pattern in this case from the time of the assassination. ' - 
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Yet in 1968 when a panel of doctors, led by the Medical Examiner 
of Maryland, Dr. Russell Fisher, reviewed the autopsy photographs and 
X-rays of Pres ident Kennedy for Attorney General Ramsey Clark, they 
found this entry hole to be much rounder, rather than greatly elliptical, 
and 8 mm. in diameter. 20 Not only was the rear head entry wound 
changed in sure and shape, but it was placed 4 to 5 inches higher than 
it was said to lie by the autopsists. In addition, this new entry position 
is in the center of where the much larger exit wound had been, but no 
longer was. Both wounds had moved. 

The basic conflict then, is clear: Where was the large hole in the 
head, and where was the rear entry wound in the head? 

All of the many medical and other witnesses in Dallas who saw the 
body placed the large hole in the very back of the head, or a little to the 
right, but basically in the occipital area of the head. The autopsists 
described this; wound as being in the sam e place but larger. In Dallas. 
Dr. Robert McClelland (who was pg^nfw Kenkennedy was brought 
to Parkland Hospital) wrote that the “cause of death was due to a massive 
head and brain injury from a gunshot wound of the left temple.” 21 
Such a shot could blow out the back of the head, just as described by 
all of the witnesses. The Warren Commission disregarded this evidence. 
Other evidence which will be outlined later in this book indicates that 
the President was shot twice in the head, once from behind and once 
from the front, which would explain the conflict over the head wounds. 

The Assassinations Committee in the U.S. House of Represen- 
tatives, following a 1978 break-in of their safe and the removal of the 
autopsy photographs, 22 published what they called a drawing of the 
back of the head made from the photo. 23 This was actually a precise 
tracing, accurate to the hair, as established by artist Ida Dox in her 
testimony before the House Assassinations Committee. Indistin- 
guishable from the actual autopsy photograph, it shows an apparent 
entry wound in the cowlick of the head, but the large defect which should 
be there is not. 

The picture of the back of the head may be found in 7 HSCA p. 104, 
and also in 1 HSCA p. 234, as well as in several books published since. 
It is reproduced in this book. 

CLEARLY EAKEB PHOTOS 

Co-author Harrison Livingstone wanted to show the picture of the 
back of the President’s head to the medical witnesses in Dallas who had 
seen the body. The authors have seen the actual autopsy photos, and thus 
possessed knowledge that had been denied to even the doctors who 
treated the President at Parkland. In 1979, Livingstone traveled to Dallas 
on a trip paid for by Steve Parks of The Baltimore Sun and was the first 
person to show some of the Dallas doctors copies of the autopsy pic- 
tures. Since then, Livingstone, The Baltimore Sun, and Ben Bradlee Jr. 
of The Boston Globe have compiled the testimony of a number of ad- 






the underlying bony defect is obscured,” 60 making clear that the large 
hole was still there. 

The Boston Globe completely ignored the evidence co-author 
Livingstone had obtained from Dr. Jenkins, and claimed that the doctor 
agreed with the autopsy photographs (without being shown them by The 
Globe). Dr. Jenkins is not quoted or mentioned in the Globe article, 
but the following statement is used by him to discredit what Jenkins had 
said before: “I thought it was cerebellum, but I didn’t examine it.” They 
wrote in their notes that he was therefore mistaken in his statements 
concerning the hole in the back of the head, and they presumed that he 
had never looked at the back of the head. It was this, and only this, that 
The Globe used in their rejection of Jenkins’ clear position that the large 
hole was above and posterior to the right ear, which he in fact pointed 
out to Bradlee, whom he made lie down for the demonstration. 

The House Assassinations Committee interviewed Dr. Jenkins in 
November 1977. He told the investigator that he “was the only one who 
knew the extent of the head wound.” “His location was customary for 
an anesthesiologist. He was positioned at the head of the table so that 
he had one of the closest views of the head wound. Regarding the head 
wound. Dr. Jenkins said that only one segment of bone was blown out 
- it was a segment of occipital or temporal bone. He noted that a por- 
tion of the (lower rear brain) cerebellum was hanging out from a hole 
in the right - rear of the head.” 61 They did not show him the autopsy 
photographs. 

The Sun published the feet that Dr. Malcolm Perry hody denounced 
the picture, but The Globe, although they did not interview him, said 
that he supported the autopsy photograph. They did not print the denial 
or any reference to this doctor. 62 In any event, The Sun’s intensive in- 
terview with Dr. Perry was conducted in front of witnesses, and the 
results corroborated the testimony of every other witness who had been 
interviewed up to that time. 

The Assassinations Committee interviewed Dr. Perry in 1978, but 
did not show him the autopsy photographs. Perry told the interviewer 
that he had looked at the head wound and that it “was located in the ‘oc- 
cipital parietal’ region of the skull and that the right posterior aspect 
of the skull was missing.” 63 It does not make sense that Dr. Perry and 
the only other two Parkland doctors (Jenkins and Carrico) the Com- 
mittee interviewed would have somehow changed their observation that 
the back of the head was missing - for The Boston Globe. 

In addition, the testimony of Dr. Perry to the 'barren Commission, 
and his extensive first-hand experience with the wounds, makes any later 
retraction attributed to him not credible. 

The fourth witness, Dr. Carrico, made such contradictory 
statements to The Globe that it would b e inaccurate to count him as sup- 
porting the picture. Dr. Camco£toI3Hie Warren Commission: “The 
wound that I saw was a large gaping wound, located in the right oc- 
cipitoparietal area. I would estimate it to be about 5 to 7 cm. in size, 
more or less circular, with avulsions of the calvarium and scalp tissue. 
As I stated before, I believe there was shredded macerated cerebral and 
cerebellar tissues both in the wounds and on the fragments of the skull 
attached to the dura.” 64 

When interviewed in January 1978 by the House Assassinations 
Committee, JDr. Carrico repeated the same thing: “The other wound 
was a feirly large wound in the parietal, occipital area. One could see 
blood and brains, both cerebellum and cerebrum fragments in that 
wound... The head wound was a much larger wound than the neck 
wound. It was five by seven centimeters, something like that, 2 1/2 by 
3 inches, ragged, had blood and hair all around it, located in the part 
of the parietal occipital region. . . above and posterior to the ear, almost 
from the crown of the head,” 65 that is, just where the small entry 
wound shows in the alleged autopsy photograph. It would have been im- 
possible for this to be true without showing on the photograph. 



report placed it, at or near the hairline of the back of the head, would 
not, and indeed could not, have blown out the portion of the head which 
was in fact blown away. The fact remains that the autopsists themselves 
seriously questioned the photos. The common denominator among 
every witness interviewed was their denunciation of the official autopsy 
photograph. 

This conclusion must be taken together with the fact that there are 
many more anomalies in the case, with similar questions, each one com- 
pelling the conclusion that evidence had been planted, fabricated, faked, 
destroyed or forged. Perhaps one way of resolving the questions, short 
of exhumation, is to gather all the Dallas witnesses in one room, together 
with those who were in the autopsy room in Maryland, and show them 
the secret pictures. This should be done immediately. 

In addition, Dr. Robert Grossman told The Globe, “It was clear 
to me. . . that the right parietal bone had been lifted up by a bullet which 
had exited .” 71 Thus, one of the doctors who saw President Kennedy 
before he died observed two large holes in the head, though the hole 
in the right temple area was largely closed. Dr. James J. Humes, the 
autopsist, in effect described both of these large wounds as wounds of 
exit. Co-author Robert Groden found in the films made during the 
shooting clear, strong evidence of two separate shots to the President’s 
head, the first from behind and the second from in front. Each of these 
shots blew out a portion of skull. The shot from the rear created a flap 
of skin and bone over the right temple area, which appeared closed until 
reflected back at the autopsy; and the second shot destroyed the rear of 
his head, throwing the President backwards at great speed. The open- 
ed flap is visible on the right side of the head in the alleged autopsy 
photographs. 

GRODEN’S REPORT * 

The House Assassinations Committee published the following 
report by co-author Robert Groden: “My visual inspection of the autop- 
sy photographs and X-rays reveal evidence of forgery in four of the 
photographs,” showing the back of the head. “Within the circumference 
of the President’s head, there is an irregular line. Within this line the 
hair appears black and wet. On the outside of the line it is auburn and 
completely dry. In later generations of these photographs, a large degree 
of contrast buildup becomes apparent at the line’s edge and the line 
becomes clearly defined. This phenomenon is characteristic of crop 
lines in matte insert processes used for retouching and recomposition 
of photographs. It is my opinion that these two photographs are 
forgeries, composites manufactured to eliminate evidence of an exit 
wound in the rear of the President’s head. The only method I am aware 
of that could have been used to create these composites is known as ‘soft 
edge matte insertion .’” 72 

Groden was not allowed to talk about this when he was inter- 
viewed on national television during the first day of the Committee’s 
public hearings. He was carefully coached as to what he could or could 
not say. “Don’t volunteer anything,” he was told. “Just answer the ques- 
tions.” They lied and told him that he would have another opportunity 
to appear and present whatever else was on his mind, which never 
happened. _ i 

The Warren Commissionvoften simply rewrote witnesses’ 
testimony, if they didn’t want it to go into die record, or ignored it 
altogether. Coaching of witnesses in our judicial and legislative pro- 
cess is common. In the chapter on acoustics, we will discuss the other 
major findings the Committee did not want Groden to talk about. 




STONEWALLING 

. . .“f 5 *: m ° st discussion, Dr. Humes stated “We have nothing 
to hide uo ahead and call Dr. Boswell. He has nothing to hide He is 
in the Washington phone book.” Moments later, when asked whether 
or not there was a large hole in the back of the head. Dr. Humes became 
hostile, imd said What business is it of yours?” Later he said “I’m 
sorry. I can’t discuss this with you. These things don’t concern’you ” 
The clear impression was that this evidence was US Navv 
business, and that it was not anyone’s right to know. It is everybody’s 
business. The author felt a steel door slamming shut at those key points 
in the conversations; he had come face to face with what The New York 
Times has called “The Inner Government.” Boswell said “I can’t talk 
atom i,” o, "I don’t remember.” Dr. Boarti coaid S 

and give a description of the morgue where the autopsy was conducted 
but he could not remember where the large hole in the President’s head 
was and what it looked like. 

Boswell also said that Pitzer was not present at the autopsy (he is 
not on the list of those officially present), despite several reports that 
he was not only there but filmed the autopsy. - Sinc e he - wo r k ed4a-tW 

The overall impression in speaking with these doctors over the yearn 
s that they are covering up. It is not just that they were ordered a long 

hiri^ a >h 10t talk about 1116 case - ^ the government had nothing to 
h de wnh regard to the autopsy, why would they refuse to discuss a Jm- 
p point of evidence concerning the condition of the back of the head? 

nf tht n H* e if, aS |!’ aUth0rS have tri ? d t0 S ive these doctors the benefit 
of the doubt, but their position seems highly questionable. It is clear 
that something of major importance is being hidden. Nevertheless the 
evidence already on the record is important enough. On balance ’it is 

S H ‘I™ 63 0 , fmurder obstruction of justice were com- 

mitted within the jurisdiction of the states of Maryland and Texas The 

ftdera 1 government does not now have and never has had jurisdiction 
in the case, but they usurped this authority. For instance, Cmdr Pitzer 
may have actually been murdered elsewhere and brought into Bethesda 
where he vras found dead to make it far more difficult for the Maryland 
authorities to investigate his murder, even though they have jurisdic- 
tton over crimes committed on Federal property and military bases 

released^ V ^ VI ^ PitZCr ’ S aUt ° P .< Sy rep0rt haS ne ^ r bee " 

released to his widow and family indicates that another murder has been 

covered up. . 

THE RIGHT QUESTIONS 

What were the right questions which should have been asked of the 
autopsists? ‘mere, e^y, was the large exit defect in tie S? 25 
you find a whole bullet? Did vrm note a lam. s,iii«,t 




Specter asked Dr FinHr- “a ^ 

mflkttd to “ u “ “ been ,he t«lle> which 

again to the pristine bullet Th» nn ally s right wrist?” referring 

A factor that influenced the m , , ibed ln that wrist .” ,s 
of the wound in the Governor’s 1 *! gndi cantly was the ovoid shape 

onee 1 " 51 ! 0 ,! yaW before en tering An"ov?H " g ^ lhe bullet had begS 
one caused by a bullet that has tS^?t, e W0Und is characteristic of 

ing object .” 16 If a buUet*£^^ ° rgJanc ed °ffan intern- 
ovoid wound, like this okTsmSE?’ “ C f ^w and cause a S 

tlr n ,°I make 3 Perfectly round hole bUlle ‘ strikin 2 at any amde 

t,on of the muscles at theming - MW0Jd one - Thinf, the pof 

ST n h ** £nd U P “ r " 0t be rela ^d onhe 

"leasured .25 by b >' “» hole in his 

singk b ulta 0 ^‘ v ^ to pans, 

the forensic pathology panel’s cone ^ fired from behind Thus 

C - ^Dr bu,J et^ e °^ad\rMd^ I rhe^vi^ COnS * Stent "^’th tteso- 

Udi ne Lf f N ^" ^iSy.’Sd^e o" e • "!? ‘hecSnSS'Ex- 

o^iS^^ 

y the Commission at 158 . 6 . This bull Pdrkland Hospital was reported 

Meve either tot to btlE, • ' 4 of its original wekhT " y 

Md wSSc^r? 6 miraculousJ y unscathed' 
remember that next to bone the d grooves intact. . . You must 

belle “h^sfcS ** “ y b,i:l " 

through other layers of soft tissue- Md th addlt,on - • • this bullet passed * 
believe that this bullet had thfr ’ d then Mattered bones' I ,W , , 

: the ™WC bullet - cornffS £ td ? bU,iets ’ Where did CE 399 
came from another sniper’s Se 1," t , Struck *»* men? Either it 
‘t in the hospital insisted The man who foS.d 

bu7,:f m f* lned y or J °hn ConSlJ »er of eS 
liet was found on the siiwoho. ‘- V1 dence indicates th-.r ~.r-_ . 
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. .The time 1 between the observable reactions of the President and 
of the Governor v/as too short to have allowed, according to the Com- 
mission’s test firings, two shots to have been fired from the same rifle. 
FBI marksmen who test fired the rifle for the Commission employed 
the telescopic sight on the rifle, and the minimum firing time between 
shots was approximately 2.25 to 2.3 seconds. The time, between the 
observable reactions of the President and the Governor, according to 
the Commission, was less than two seconds.” 22 Again, the Committee 
did not consider that there were two separate snipers behind the 
limousine. Further, it would have been simply impossible for any 
marksman in the world to fire two shots in less than two seconds at a 
moving target at such a distance and hit anything. The conclusions of 
the official bodies are preposterous in view of the weight of the evidence 
from all these doctors and witnesses. 

Not one single witness to the shooting ever suggested that both men 
were hit at the same time, and in fact all the witnesses in Dealey Plaza 
who had anything to say about it indicated that the victims were hit by 
separate bullets. 

Nearly half the members of the Warren Commission never accepted 
the single bullet theory, but the conservative Senators Russell, Cooper, 


and Congressman Hale Boggs were overwhelmed by the CIA connected 

persons on the panel: Allen Dulles, former Director of the CIA, whom l .y— / . / /Cy 

Kennedy had fired; Gerald Ford, known as the CIA’s manin the House; / ft In t/n ™ , 

and John McCloy, Rockefeller’s lawyer. 23 ' ' J ' " 

“Senator Richard Russell reportedly said that he would not sign V /LA ' v ' 1 ^ ' 
a Report which concluded that both men were hit by the same 
bullet.” 2 '* Researchers and authors Gary Shaw and Larry Harris write: 


“Russell later told Harold Weisberg that he had asked Chairman Earl 


Warren to include a footnote at the bottom of the page saying, ‘Senator 
Russell dissents,’ but that Warren refused, insisting on unanimity. Ac- 
cording to author -researcher Harold Weisberg, Russell was satisfied that 
there had been a conspiracy, that no one man could have done the known 
shooting, and that ‘we have not been told the truth about Oswald’ by 
Federal agencies. Russell encouraged Weisberg to challenge and 
disprove the Commission’s findings. 

“Senator Jolin Cooper said, T, too, objected to such a conclusion; 
there was no evidence to show both men were hit by the same bullet.’ 


Representative Hale Boggs said, ‘I had strong doubts about it (the single- 
bullet theory),’ adding that he felt the question was never resolved.” 25 
In an internal FBI memorandum from Cartha D. DeLoach to Clyde 
Tolson, J. Edgar Hoover’s assistant and living mate, DeLoach writes: 
“the President (Lyndon Johnson) felt that CIA had something to do with 
this plot.” 26 


Plotl 




The House Assassinations Committee in 1979 admitted that there 

Wh 2 g T' an ° n . the Grassy 101011 10 1116 ri 2 ht front of the President 
Why are they sticking with the single bullet theory? The answer is that 
there were two gunmen behind the President, not just one, in addition 
to the gunman the Committee found on the Grassy Knoll. They can’t 
admit it because that would indicate an official cover-up, fabricated 
evidence, and a much larger conspiracy. The only recourse was to use 
more phoney drawings, doubletalk, and magic code words to delude 
us like scientific,” “medical and “neutron activation analysis.” 

In addition to the conclusions reached by the committee’s forensic 
pat ology panel, the single bullet theory was substantiated by the find- 
n neulron , acn val i0E analysis performed for the committee. The 
bullet alleged to have caused the injuries to the Governor and the Presi- 
dent was found on a stretcher at Parkland Hospital... Neutron activa- 

!TrLs mt r WeVCr ’. established ^ i£ w ghly likely that the in- 
Junes to the Governor s wnst were caused by the bullet found on the 

stretcher in Parkland Hospital.” 32 Not very likely. The main problem 
with this test was that Dr. Guinn stated afterwards that none of the 
fragments he tested weighed the same as any listed as evidence by the 

^ r „ re " C0rnmiS . S10I !-. That 1S ’ ^"g with *e many missing fragments 
that h 1 ® evidence had been 

it. ( Certain] v. manv hnll^tc sv>nisi r ® 






‘-cZu T J u IMVe 001116 Irom the same lot of lead.) 

the h,,„eT er 'a the committee ’ s ballistics expen concluded that 
mo? f ° Und 0n * e stretcher - Wanen Commission exhibit 399 (CE 
neH ~ ‘ S .^ a type that could have caused the wounds to President Ken- 
dtr’ 33 G rcoM C h° nna !! y Wi *° Ut Sh0Wi0g more deformity than 

deformity ofCF^ ’ ■* dldn \ ) “ In deterniinin g whether the 

detornuty of CE 399 was consistent with its having passed through both 

he President and Governor, the committee considered the fee? that it 

o ft en HK y ,ong ’.f. table ’ hilly jacketed bullet, typical of ammunition 
often used by the military. Such ammunition tends to pass through body 
tissue more easily than soft nose hunting bullets. Committee coiJultana 
with know edge m forensic pathology and wound ballistics concluded 
that it would not have been unusual for such a fully jacketed bullet to 
have passed through the President and the Governor and to have been 
1l n-n7r ma ^' y K def f? ecL ” J<A11 d 115 * s P ecuIat i° n doesn’t measure up 
rather than one^' ^ ^ eVldenCe th * t thcse WCre * hree se P arate shot S P 

Tho bulle ,‘ 11131 hit President Kennedy in the head fragmented into 
many pieces. It was clearly not a military jacketed bullet 

11 WOuldbe .“"usual for a bullet to pass through a President and he 
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“John Kennedy wasn ’t a virtuous man; he just looked towards virtue 
and they shbr his head off. America became an \ 'anything goes’ coun-j 
try with hij death. ” 1 

- Mort Sahl 


CHAPTER 5 



THE AUTOPSY AND THE AUTOPSY 
PHOTOGRAPHS 


We have been leading up, obliquely, to the Assassinations Com- 
mittee’s problem of the “Authentication of the Kennedy autopsy 

photographs and X-rays.” 1 The three autopsists signed 

autopsy report that was undated, meaning that it could have been written 
at any tim e after the original autopsy notes were destroyed. It was 
Wr^wrintn by I)r. J. J. Humes, Commander U.S.N. , who signed 
it.nwfer'fhir he wtuliA^What we are concerned with here is the 
veracity of the official witnesseffthe official evidence, and the integrity 
of the government and its panels, which have consistently been in ques- 
tion since November 22, 1963. The Warren Report, the Gulf of Tonkin 
incident, Vietnam, Watergate, El Salvador, the Libyan hit squad, the 
Iran-Contra Affair and many other events have all called into question 
that integrity. 

DR. HUMES TESTI FIES 

Arlen Specter questioned Commander (Dr.) Humes regarding the 
photographs and X-rays for the Warren Commission. Humes stated, 

“...the photographs and the X-rays were exposed in the morgue of the 
Naval Medical Center on this night, and they were not developed, 
neither the X-rays or the photographs. They were submitted to. . . either 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation or to the Secret Service. I am not 

*. .» ? r • .. , , 



